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CLu ._44 (C J49 :22 ) ,CI-i 45 (43:16) 

CAI-CIA ( -,i,‘43:27 1 , -uii— o_.-. iCL4io34) 

■itb tcelr data retrieval system, unles? someone suspect O'Neel hald out on the 

" uJa ;' hI h \ ld out on tLt * Emission, hy TO it ever Dace apery to go be~!c to 
tae wLa, unle 3 there was dlseetisfection. with ■ hat .Tones r-.-rted? 

l 3U8 i! a ! U 19 i3, P°«i b ^ the CIA had no independent information 
on e -elector who s*id no was -oing to give vital defense secrets »sny end t pv 9 
up Russian citizenship. ' f ■ * 9 


2*?. ’*** ,*?*/«*"*" fil * 2 c « Bt * ia ice Oswald s handwriting end the CIA having s 
ttf the ml li/22, -as anyone still looking Tor ISO’s hen Writing, unles* there 
' ,as sucpici^n h^err was '-ere then one Oswald? 


down this 


iLc la^t parsgzs-h indict tes tae :ina of solicitude one ^ould not.iexpect to be 

£ SiiLl u1° f a8 :/; ,ld ?* *"• lvla5 ' viio1 =9=rets sway, we ; ctundrninp his 
C1 * 1 *-«aaaip, ate. xi tae lav provided such assistance on renuest, wnv ,ver» the 
*&.c>aiea ban* prepared t, offer it? Or, did HIV, assume its field cf-'ice was 
une.vara of tae regulations? Perhaps this is, in ordinary circumstances, 'the usual 
-ituo.ion, cut 1 do not believe it is. Under these circumstances it would *eem -^ore 
-ifaely -ae government would be reluctant to help LEO . Insteed, they wore r reparing 
-c Jo v;hat he did not oven rerueat. 65 

I'ege 16, CIA-45, indicates something I recall from r.c other document, C=w*ia»o 
rather bold request that, the VUU Lopt. get him a ride on e military plane. It 
^ j . se°m orLinorily urli rely t- me that a civilian, even e gutsy one, without 
iselirg ha had s^me coll or. the government, would sofa for military trnneiort 
especially a forcer military rnn who fancwE tain is -rdiatrily forbiacen. 

lege 27 (CIS-46) The FBI’s disguising of tae source of this report is interesting, 

-or tnsrs shoulu hove be- a no r-.^eon for it. Why not tell the i'BI or why „ic tne 
‘ i,1 1 r - ct ! el1 the -arer.i esion the source of te report? If 1 were to sr-eculste, I would 
aw t ^ 682 33 n P° E9lble scarce, for he knew Bringuier end they ere so 

allfaB. xt so, wny^ hide him? Ur if it were ^anusa, why hide him? Of if Bringuier, 

who is now a -• •'publican, -hy hide him? Or from tie -on* Committees (Sutler), why hide? 

If tne fact is tnat Osveld offered £10, I dc not recall the sum fro- env r*fc* r source 

doming through so meny hands it cey be in error. But it is such s small one, it. is 

likely. iet such a smell sum wee then laree for IHO. Assuming what we have be-n told 
about hie fineness. The fiction early August was already fixeo upon. Bi-irguier did not 
t -co.J. in error, for he is ' p» ctcrat with papers, hod records to consult, anti would 
not c->7a forgotten the dote cf 'sweld’s enreerance, mice. wss before August. And 
' i ' , j the -ne-con JHE in 1T.0. place LiiC "Uaisr survei lienee'".’ /gain, not indicb- 

e..t .c any wfaer 8 -area 1 recall. Thi.. ia one thing Lis'c.’lur ctrtainlj 3aould asve 
escea Eringuier. -hot did they learn by the surveillance*, r did he cno< bstter? Or 
just went tc avoid it? Any surveillance of UiO in the t nerioc ancu l .ave to • r of -ho 
greatest interest tc S:£ Commission. 


